
misreported him tad misrepresented what he said; when
I know honorable Senators around me, who have never

shown themselves unworthy of their position or recreant
to their duty to themselves or their country; who have
never shown themselves unwilling to vindicate their honor
and maintain the truth of their assertions; when I know
that sueh men around me sustain me, and sustain that
reporter, and sustain the honorable Senator from Indiana
(Mr. Pbttit) in the charge which he mode, I should feel
that I was falsq to my trust and to my duty, and accesso-

ry to a suppression of the truth, if I did not rise to sus-

tain them. Sir, if this report were not to go out to the
country, if it were confined to tho halls of this Senate, I
should not interpose, because I do not believe that that
reporter's reputation would suffer in any coufliot of vera-

city with the Senator from Massachusetts; but, as it will
go abroad, where they are not both equally known, and
where the Senator's accidental eminence here may give
greater weight to his word than tho position of the re-

porter of this body gives to him, I feel it duo to that gen-
tleman, as an honest and an honorable man, to say that
bis report is true. I paid special attention to what fell
from the lips of the Senator from Massachusetts, and I
now say that he never qualified that denial. I say, as the
reporter said, that those words which I shall read are

interpolated. And, sir, as to what I say, I oall upon the
Senator from California, (Mr. Gwm,) the Senator who
sits near me, and who propounded the interrogatory, (Mr.
UuxLica,) the Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Slidili.,) who
also sits near me, and the Senator from Toxas, (Mr.
RUSK,) who sat close by the Senator from Massachusetts,
I appeal to all of them, honorable men. to state whether
that reporter's own report was not correct, and the inter-

Solatiou of the Senator from Massachusetts incorrect ?
ir, this qualification of the Senator is a1 precious after-

thought, hatched by many hourswof incubation.
Mr. SUMNER. What qualification ?
Mr. CLAY. The qualification which I shall read.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order for tho

Senator from Massachusetts, while sitting in his seat, to
interrupt the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. CLAY. Here is the qualification. Tho Senator
from South Carolina asked the Senator from Massachu-
setts whether, if the fugitive slave act ware repealed, he

Xould fulfil the obligation of his oath and maintain and
ipport the Constitution by returning, in conformity to

its requirements, a fugitive slave. Ilere is tho real an-

swer, and I shall show what is the pretended answer. He
paid, .. Does the Senator ask me what I would do ?" and

* then answered, " Is thy servant a dog t)uct he should do
this thing ?" Now, sir, what was the. question propound-
ed? Whether he would maintain the Constitution, whe-
ther he would fulfil its provisions, if the fugitive slave
act was repealed ? What was his reply f " Does the Se-
nator ask me what I would do ?" «Is thy servant a dog
that he should do this thing ?'" What was the inferenoe,
the universal inferenoe, of the Senate from this denial ?
Why, that he would violate the Constitution ; that he was

willing to prove his desecration of this Senate chamber
with his tread and his pollution of the Holy Evangelists
with his lips by violating a solemn oath; that he was wil-
ling to commit moral perjury-a crime in the eyes of God
and honorable men as ouious and as infamous as that
legal perjury which would be ^ ,ited with the peniten-
tiary or with branding of th 1 iter "P" upon the hand
or forehead. That was tl wee, the legitimate in-
ference. How does he eudeMVor to shirk it f How does
he endeavor to avoid the iust «nd oondign sentence of
condemnation visited upon im uj overy honorable mind
in this Senate? Why, sir, b> going to that reporter and
.foisting into the report words which he nevur uttered,
materially qualifying his denial. And what are those
words. I will now read them to the Senate: " Does the
Senator ask me what I would do?" was his language;
and his response, Is thy servant adog that he should
do this thing ?'" Here, though, is what he placed in the
.report and Bays that he said: "Does the honorable Sena-
tor ask me if I would personally join in sending a fellow-
man a*to bondage?" I say those words were never ut-
tered. I appeal to those honorable men who sat near
him to say whether they were uttered. I do not believe
he can find anybody here to sustain him, unless it be his
confrere and uniform supporter, (Mr. Chask,) who was

suggesting to him responses, and who sits near him. If
he said it, ho spoke it tub rota-in a whisper. I would
rather believe, to make the best of it, that it was one of
those mental reservations with which he took his oath ;
but I do not even believe thai there was any mental re-
servation. He did utter and he did mean what was charg-
ed by the Senators from South Carolina, (Mr. Bctlbr,)
from Virginia, (Mr. MASOK,) and from Indiana, (Mr. Pkt-
TIT;) but after he found the indignation it invoiced upon
his head, and heard the denunciations hurled at him from
every quarter, and saw the smile of soorn that played
upon every face, he shrunk from the words he uttered,
and endeavored to make an instrument of the reporter of
this body to shield him from the infamy which he deserved.

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President -

Mr. CLAY. Excuse me one moment. I am not in the
habit of trespassing often on the Senate. Mr. President,
I could go on and show that there is intrinsic evidence in
this report to Sustain the original report of the reporter .

and what is it ? Why, sir, that, notwithstanding this qua-
lified denial,,the Senator from South Carolina treated it

, «s a positive denial of the Senator tmxa. Maaeaehuaettw
that he would support the Constitution of the United
States. Now, I ask, does any intelligent man believe, if
the Senator had qualified that denial in the manner in
which it appears now, that the Senator from South Caro-
lina would still have maintained that he refused to obey
his oath, that.hehad refused to sustain the Constitution?
Does any one believe that the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
MASON) would have repeated the oharge? Does any one
believe that the Senator from Indiana (Mr. PEWIT) would
also have repeated it ? Certainly not. Then there is in-
trinsic evidence in the report itself that these words have
been interpolated, that they were not uttered.
Now, Mr. President, I have a few more words to say,

which I utter with great diffidence, and with the pro-
foundest deference to older Senators on this floor. We
have no means of preventing these violations of the dig-
nity and proprieties of the Senate, inhere is no penal
statute which can reach a rrihn who only avows his wil-
lingnoss to commit a crime, But, let me ask, suppose a

priVate citizen, however wealthy and well born, however
highly cultivated his mind, however great his talents or
rich his acquirements, should openly avow a readiness to
commit moral perjury; should day by day evince a dispo-
sition to instigate other men to crime, which, from want
of personal courage, he did not dare perpetrate himself;
should daily encourage other men to violate the rights of
his neighbors, to steal their property, to kidnap their
slaves, and to refuse to return them; should daily assail
tho feelings of his neighbors by wanton, rude, and un-

"flalled-for assaults upon their characters, and when re-
buked for it in the harshest, most offensive, and oppro-
brious language, like the spaniel, should quietly submit
or beg for quorter, but never repair the. wrong or resent
the insult-a sneaking, sinuous, snake-like poltroon, who
would violate all the rights of associates or friends, and
?«T,nake reparation or acknowledge his error, and who
held himself irresponsible to all law, feeling the obliga-
tion neither cf the Divine law, nor of the law of the land,
nor of the law of honor; I ask you, how would such a
miscreant be treated ? Why, if you could not reach him
with the arm of the municipal law, if you could not send
him to the penitentiary, you would tend h\m to Coventry.
1 ou would exclude him fpom the pale of society; you
would neither extend to him the oourtesies that are shown
gentlemen, nor permit him to offer such to you. You
would make him feel that he was shunned like a leper
and loathed like a filthy reptilp; and you would soon
render him as impotent for evil as he was disinclined for
good.

Such characters, though rare, may be found, and have
oeen known. I can give, from memory, the general out-
unee of one portrayed by Mr. Diokens, in his novel, David
Copperfield that of Uriah Heap. Uriah was mean, yet
anected honor; was malignant, yet feigned benevolence;
presumptuous, yet pretended humility; instigated others
to violenoe he dared not oommit, yet assumed an air of
meekness; suggested crimes and inoited others to their
oommission, yet bore himself with studied amenity of
manners and choice expressions of benignity. We have
Buch a character on this floor. I have suggested our
means of rebuking, if we cannot silence him; of disabling,
u we oannot disarm him. If we cannot oheck individual
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. fT11^ ^7 the Senator, who said that I had not
words into his mouth which he did not utter. 8ir I den*
It I acknowledge tb.t I heert th,
equal regret and indignation; and, as unwilling as I am

t?iag *hioh. the 5a,M of the Senate do not
justify or the oocasiondemand, lam still more unwiliinir
to stand here and permit such language to pass without
some note of oondemnatioiL Sir, I heard the honorable

.op*" 8e"*te, "I recognise no snoh obli-
gation. Whether that appears in the report or not. I
have aot examined.
Mr. 8UMNBR. It is there, and I repeat it BOW.
Mr. MALLORY. Sir, if the Senator will examino the

Constitution he will find it there written that a fugitive
from scrTioe or tabor "thall be delivered up " If be re-

cognises no such obligation,'! leave it to himself to ex-

plain the consistenoy between tbe oath which he has ta-
ken and the sentiments which he avows. Sir, if there be
any principle in the breast of the American citizen which
more than any other lies at the foundation of law, mora s,
and sooiety, it is his habitual observance and recognition
of all the sacred obligations of an oath ; and this no -man

knows better than the Senator himself. As a lawyer he
knows that the humblest oitiiens in the courts ol our

country daily reoognise the tacrtd obligationt of an oatn ;,
and no iuan knows botter than himeelf that if there be a

society In this country which adjures or does not recog-
niso this obligation, that society must inevitably be re-

garded as dangerous to the peace of the Union.
8ir, can he riso in his place and say here that a Sena-

tor shall be permitted to make mental reservations . is
that the explanation? That he is at liberty to exempt
himself from those obligations which bind the humblest
citizen T Sir, without any disposition to allude to wnai
the Senator has said elsewhere, I cannotbut recollect that
there was a gentleman in Boston who, upon a certaiu put>-
l.c occasion, apostrophised in this mnnuer the President
of the United States who signed the fugitive slave law:
>1 There-are depths of infamy as there are heights of
and bettor for him had he never been born, better for his
posterity had he never lived, thou that he should have
signed such an act." However vindictively and treason-
ably that may have been said, it can more properly be
applied to the man who approaehea such an altar as this
is, in such a presence as this, and say he does not reoog-
nise, under the Constitution, his obligation to return or
deliver up fugitive slaves. I do not speak now in his in-

dividual capacity as a citizen, but as a legislator, stan -

ing in these halls, to whom the American people look at
least for truth, if not for guidance.

Mr. SUMNER said: Mr. President, since I had the
honor of addressing the Senate two days ago various Sen-
atora have spoken. Among these several have alluded
to me in terms clearly beyond the sanctions of parlia-
mentary debate. Of this I make no complaint, though,
for tho honor of the Senate at least, it were well that it
were otherwise. If to them it seems fit, courteous, par-
liamentary

,

to unpack tbe heart with words,
And fall a cursing, like a very drab,
A scullion,"

I will not interfere with the enioymej»<>hich they find
in such exposure of themselves. TulBhavo certainly
given us a taste of their characters. Two of them, the
Senator froia South Carolina, (Mr. Bltlxb,) who sits im-
mediately before me, and the Senator from Virginia, (Mr.
MASON,) who sits immediately behind me, are not young.
Their heads are amply crowned by time. They did not
speak from any ebullition of youth, but from the con-
firmed temper of age. It is melancholy to believe that,
in this debate, they showed themselves as they are. It
were charitable to believe that they are in reality better
than they showed themselves.

I think, sir, that I am not the only person on this floor
who, in lately listening to Jhese two self-confident cham-
pions of the pecuKar fanaticism of 'the South, was re-
minded of the strik'ng words by Jefferson, picturing the
influence of slavery, white he says:
" The wholo commerce between master and slave is a per-

petual exeroine of the most boisterous passions, the most un-

remitting despotism on the one part and degrading submis-
sion on tho other. Our children see this, and learn to imitate
It; for man is an imitative animal. The parent storms, tho
child looks on, catches tho lineaments of wrath, puts on the
gamo airs in the circle of smaller slaves, gi es loo.«e to his
worst passions, and, thus nursed, educated, and daily exer-
cised in tyranny, cannot but be stamped by it with odious
peculiarities. The man must bo a prodigy who can retain
his manners and morals undepraved by such circumstances.'
Nobody who witnessed the Senator from South Caro-

lina or the Senator from Virginia in this debate will place
either of them among the "prodigies" described by Jef-
ferson. As they spoke, the Senate chamber must havjj
seemed, in the characteristic fantasy of the moment, a

plantation well stocked with slaves, over which the lash
of the overseer had free swing. Sir, it gives me no plea-
sure to say these things. It is not according to my na-
ture. Bear witness that I do it only in just self-defence
against the unprecedented provocations of this debate.
If Senators expect, by any ardor of menaae or by any
tyrannical frown, to shake my fixed resolve, they expect
a vain thing.
There was perhaps little thatNfeltfrom these two cham-

pions, as tbe fit was on, whioh deserves reply. Certainly
not the bard words they used so readily and congenially.
The veteran Senator from Virginia (Mr. MASON) com-

plained that I had characterized one of his " constituents,"
a person who went all the way from Virginia to Boston in
pursuit of a slave, as a slave-hunter. Sir,,I choose to call
things by tbeir right names. White I call white, and
black I call black. And where a person degrades him-
self to the work of chasing a fellow-mau who, under the
inspiration of freedom and the guidance of the north star,
has sought a freeman's home far away from the coffle and
the chain, that person, whomsoever he may be, I call a
slave-hunter. If the Senator from V:rginia, who pro-
fesses nicety of speeoh, will give me any term which mors

precisely describes suoh a person, I will use it. Until
then I shall continue to use the language which seems to
me so-apt. But this very sensibility of the veteran So-
nator at ajust term, which truly depicts an odious char-
acter, shows a shame in which I exult. It was said^ by
one of the philosophers of antiquity that the blush is a

sign of virtue; and permit me to add that, in this violent
sensibility, I reoognise a blush mantling tho cheek of
the Senator which even his plantation manners cannot
oonceal.
And the venerable Senator from South Carolina, too,

(Mr. Botlbk,) he has betrayed his sensibility. Here let
me say that this Senator knows well that I always listen
with peculiar pleasure to his racy and exuberant speech,
as it gurgles forth-sometimes tinotured by generous
ideas-except when, forgetful of history and in defiance
of reason, he undertakes to defend that which is obviously
indefensible. The Senator was disturbed when to his in-
quiry, personally, pointedly, and vehemently addressed to
me, whether I would join in returning a fellow-man to
slavery, I exclaimed, " Is thy servant a dog, that he should
do this thing ?" In fitful phrases, which seemed to come
from the unconfcious excitement so common with the Se-
nator, he shot forth various remarks about " dogsand,
among other things, asked if there was any "dog" in the
Constitution ? The Senator did not seem to bear in mind,
n the heady currents of that moment, that, by the false
interpretation he has given to the Constitution, he has
helped to nurture there a whole kennel of Carolina blood-
hounds, trained, with savage jaws and inexorable scent,
for the hunt of flying bondmen. No, sir. I do not be-
lieve that there is any " kennel of blood-hounds" or even

any " dog" in the Constitution of the United States.
But, Mr. President, since the brief response which I

made to the inquiry of the Senator, and which leaped
unconsciously to my lips, has drawn upon me various at-
tacks, all marked by grossness of language and manner;
since I have been charged with openly declaring my pur-
pose to violate the Constitution and to break the oath
which I have taken at that desk, I shall be pardoned for
showing simply how a few plain words will put all this
down. The authentic report in the Globe shows what
was actually said ; the report in the Sentinel is sub-
stantially the same; and.one of the New York papers,
which has been put into my hands since I entered the
Senate chamber to-day, under its telegraphio head, states
the incident with substantial accuracy, though it omits
the personal individual appeal addressed to m® by the
Senator, and which is preserved in the Globe. To any
candid mind either of these reports renders any thing
further superfluous. But the Senators who have boin so

swift in misrepresentation deserve to be exposed, and it
shall be done.
Now, air, I begin by adopting as my giilda the authori-

tative words of Andrew Jackson, in his memOfable veto,
in 1832, of the Bank of the United States. To hie senrse,
at that critical time, were opposed the authority of the
Supreme Court and hit oath to tupport the Conttitu!i&n.
Here is his triumphant reply :
" If the opinion of tho Supreme Court -cover* the whole

ground of this act, it otfjfbt not to oontrol the co-ordinate au-
thorities of this ttovernmont. The Congress, the Executive,
and the Court must eaoh for itself be guided by its own opinionpf ih« Constitution. Each public officer mho taket an oath to
tupport the Conttitufivn tweart that \e will tupport it at he ttn-
dn xtrwdt it, and not at it it nndcrttood fry othert. It is as
much the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate,
and of the President to decide upon tho constitutionality of
any bill or resolution whioh may be presented to them for
passage or approval, as it is of the supreme judges when it
may he brought bef re them for judicial decision. The au-
thority of the Supreme Court muit not, therefore, be permit-
tod to control the Congress or the Executive, when aeting in
their legislative capacities, but to have only such influence as
the force of their reasoning may deserve.*?
Mark these words, and let them sink into your minds.

« Each publio officer who takes an oath to support tbe
Constitution%wears that he will support it as he under-
stands it, and net as it is understood by others." Yes,
sir, AS UK understands it, and not at it it vnderttood In/
othert. Does any Senator here dissent from this rule f
Does the Senator froinVirginia ! Does the Senator from
South Carolina! [Here Mr. Suhkbb paused, but there
was no reply ] At all events, I accept the rule as just
and reasonable; in harmony, too, let me assert, with that
liberty which scorns the dogma of pattivt obedience and
asserts the inestimable right of private judgment, whe-
therIn religion or politics. In swearing to support the
Constitution at your desk, Mr. President, I did not swear
to support it as you understand it. Oh, no, sir. Or as
the Senator from Virginia understands it. Oh, no, sir.
Or as the 8enator from South Carolina understands it,
with a kennel of bloodheundt, or at least a "dog" in
it, " pawing to get free its hinder parts" in pursuit of s
slave. sNo suoh thing. Sir, I swore t» snpport it « /
vndtrtt'emd it; am mora, nor less.

Now, I will not occupy your time, nor am i so disposed
at this moment, nor does the oooasion require it, byen-
uring upon any minute oritiotsm of the clause in tho Con-
stitution touching the surrender of " fugitives from la-
bor." A few words only are needful. Assuming, sir, In
the face of commanding rules of interpretation, all lean-
ing towards freeddmftliat in the evasive language of this
clause, paltering in a double sense, the words employed
can be judicially regarded as justly applicable to fugitive
slaves, which, as you ought to know, wr, is often moat
strenuously and conscientiously denied thus sponging
the whole clause out of ex\stene^except as a provision
for the return of persons actually bound by lawtul con-
tract, but on which I now express no opinion; assuming.
I say this interpretation, so hoetilo to freedom and de
rogatory U the members of the Federal convention, who
solemnly declared that they would not yield any sanction
to slavery, or admit into the Constitution the idea of
property in man; assuming, I repeat, an interpretation
which every principle of the common law, claimed by our
fathers as their birthright, must disown ; admitting, Tor
the moment only, and with shame, that the Constitution
of the United StateB has any words which, in any legal
intendment, can constrain fugitive slaves, then I dosire
to say, that, as I understand the Constitution, this clauso
does not impose upon me, as a Senator or oitiien, any ob-
ligation to take part, directly or indirectly, in the surren-
der of a fugitive slave.

Sir, as a Senator, I have taken at your desk the oath to
support the Constitution, an I understand it. And, under-
standing it as 1 do, I an. bound by that oath, Mr. I resi-
dent, to oppose all enactments by Congress on the subject
of fugitive slaves as a flagrant violation of the Constitu-
tion: ©specially mustl oppose the lost act as a tyrannical
usurpation, kindred in oharacter to the stamp act, which
our fathers indignantly refused to obey.

Here my duties under the oatfc which I have taken as
a Senator end. There is nothing beyond. They are all
abs6rbcd In the constant, Inflexible, righteous obligation
to oppose every exarcise by Congress of any power over
the subject. In no respect, by that onth, can I be con-
strained to duties in other capacities, or at a simple citizen,
especially when revolting to my conscience. Now, in
this interpretation of the Constitution I may be wrong ;
others may differ from me ; the Senator from \ lrginia
uiav differ-from me, and the Senator from South Carolina
also ; and they will, each and all, act according to their
respective understandings. For myself, I shall act ac-
cording to mine. On this explicit statement of my con
stitutioual obligations I stand as upon a rock, and to the

in reducing ui ouu6»uv..«5 - ------ T,reply agbin, " Ls thy servant a dog, that he should do

And, ar, looking around upon this Senate, I might nsk,
fearlessly, how many there are, even in this body, U
indeed there bo a single Senator, who would stoop to any
such service T Until some one rises and openly confesses
his willingness to become a slave-hunter I will not be-
lieve that there oan be one. [Here Mr. Summer paused,
but nobody rose.] And yet honorable and chivalrous
Senators have rushed headlong to denounce me because
1 openly declared my repudiation of a service at which
every manly boeom must revolt!

it girCj £ have found in Bayonne brave soldiers and
ffOOd citizens, but not one executioner," was the noble reply
of the Governor of that place to Charles IX. of I-ranee,
after the royal edict for the massacre of St. Bartholomew;
and such a spirit I trust will vet animate the people of
this country when pressed to tho scrvioe of dogs.
To that other question which has been proposed, whe-

ther Massachusetts, by State laws, will carry out the of-
fensive clause in the Constitution, according to the un-
derstanding of the venerable Senator from South Carolina,
I reply that Massachusetts at all times has been ready to
do her duty under the Constitution as she understands it,
and I doubt not will ever continue of this mind. More
than this I cannot say.

" ,, ...In Quitting this topic I cannot forbear to remark that
the assault on me for my disclaimer of all constitutional
obligation resting upon me as a Senator or citizen-to aid
in making a man a slave, or in surrendering him to slave-
ry comes with an ill-grace from the veteran Senator
from Virginia, a State which, by its far-famed resolutions
of 1708 assumed to determine its constitutional obliga-
tions even to the extent of openly declaring two different
acts of Congress null and void; and it comes also with
an ill-grace from the venerable Senator from South Caro-I Una, a State which in latter days has arrayed itself open-
ly against the Federal authorities, and which threatens
nullification as often as babies cry.I Surely the Senator i'rqjn South Carolina, with his silver-
white lock?, would have hesitated to lead this assault upon
mo had he not for the moment been entirely oblivious of
the history of the State which he represents. Not many
years have passed since an incident occurred at Charleston,
in South Carolinar-not at Boston, in Massachusetts-which
ought to be remembered. The postmaster of that place,
acting under a controlling public opinion there, ^formedthe head of his Department at Washington that he had
determined to suppress all anti-slavery publications, andI requested instructions for the future. Thus, in violation
of the laws of the land, the very mails were rifled, and

! South Carolina smiled approbation of the outrage. But
i this is not all. The Postmaster General, Mr. Kendall,i after prudently alleging that, as be had not seen tho pa-
pers in question, he coull not give an opinion of their
character, proceeded to say that he had been informed
that they were incendiary, inflammatory, and msurrec-

tionary, and then announced-
I " Br no act or direction of mine, official or private, could I
be induced to aid knowingly in giving circulation to papers
of this description, directly or Indirectly. H « owe «m
t1ou to the law, but a higher one to the communities in which
we live; and if tho former be perverted to destroy the latter
it i* patriotism to disregard them. Entertaining these views, I
cannot sanction and will not condemn tho step you have
taken." «

Such was the approving response of the National Gov-
ernment to the postmaster of Charleston, when for tne

| sake of slavery, and without any constitutional soruple,
he set himself nfcalnst an acknowledged law of the land.
Yet the Senator from South Carolina now presumes to
denounce,.when, for the sake of freedom, and in the
honest interpretation of my constitutional obligations, 1
decline an offensive service.

,0
*

But there is another incident in the history of South
Carolina which, ns a loyal son of Massachusetts, I cannot
forget, and which rises now in judgment against the ven-
erable Senator. Massachusetts had commissioned a dis-
tinguished gentleman, of blameless life and eminent pro-
fessional qualities, who served with honor in the other
House, (Hon. Samuel Hoar,) to reside at Charleston for
a brief period, in order to guard the rights of her free
colored citizens, assailed on arrival ^erebyaniuhoepit-able statute, so gross in Its provisions that an eminent
character of South Carolina, ft Judged the 8uPreT®
Court of the United StateB, Hon. William Johnson^ hadcharacterized it as " trampling on the ConstitttUon and
<< a direct attack upon the sovereignty of the United
States " Massachusetts had read in tho Constitution aclause' closely associated with that touching '. fugitives

i from labor," to the following effect: "The citizens 6f
each State shall be entitled to all privileges and immuni-
ties of citizens in the several States, and supposed that
this would yet be reoognised by South Carolina^ Butshe
was mistaken. Her venerable representative, unarmed
old man, with hair as silver-white almost as that of the
Senator before me, was beset in Charleston by'?. re-
spectable" mob, prevented from entering upon his duties,
and driven from the State, while the Legislature stepped
in to sanction this shameless lawless act by placing .Tthe statute book an order for his expulsion. And yet, sir,
the excitable Senator from South Carolina is fired by the
fancied delinquencies of Massachusetts towards slave-
hunters, and also by my own rtftt5al*° ^?'aid or comfort;" he showers questions tn volleys, M
sumes to measure our duties by his understanding, andgomes wiu

Massachusetts and myself. Mir,
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honor 0f freedom, shall nottoe. of Mm-be left nnansw*red. Allnd g
H&ncock( &nd »thesaohusetts was iUuftwtetf »y '

t forth eohoe8brace of Adamee.':' *h«;I"'^SoUh CaroliB^ andof libertj feetcn r... la mil"!the very stones in the etre
^ iiWw.white iocks,against tyranny,^ Se°*

broke forth in the ejaeula-lin the very ecstaey 6 f f.f wS'then .. slaveholdin^;" andtion that Massachusi tts was
representatives ofhe presumed to hall .these r ,, a-ir i repel the» hard,. al."holdi»r

imputation. It i. tro»
.. ,l.,ekoldiogandbut she was not, tn any .

.
. " hardy." Thehad she been so she couk .

t t M weakness and1SLJSMS.'- T"""-1 tad ?,"0" ?" "

death andlife. -mhieh j woald willinglyThe Senator opens a page . hed in Massachusetts;present Sir, slavery never floa ^ eTen in earlynor did it ever prevail there at
R distinctive fea-colonial days, to suoh a degree as _

f 5]aTes werettfre in her powerful civilization. . ,.fe ^ point ofmerely for a term of years, or for * ,B" bondage, it waafact, their Issue was sometimes held \ Colony or Com-never by eanotion of any statute or law * . 74,) lamonwealth.-(Lmnesboro' vs. Wutfield, It
on the sellall her annals no person wap ever born a si. (he Im-of Massachusetts. This of itself ia a respoa,

putation of the 8enator.
-r«, as lasA benign aad brilliant aet of her Ug'ialata ^ Abook as 1644, shows her sensibility on this sni

Boston ibip had brought home t«ro negroes seised on the
soast »f Guinea. Thus spoke Massachusetts
" T'1C General Court, conceiving themselves bound by tbo

Brat ipportunity to bear witness against the heinous and cry-
ing in of man stealing, also to prescribe such timely redre-s
fur hat i« put, and tuck <i laicfor the future «« tuny mjfiiieitly
ilcte «fi thine bM'iuijivij to «. trj hare to tlo in tiu-h pile rrn'd
*!>>. 'mIMm* c«urluct, juntly nbho-fed of all ijood anil jtutl men, Jdo -dor that the negro interpreter, with otbars unlawfully
tak u, 1>«, by the lirst opportunity, at the al)»rge of the
oou try, for the present, sent to his native country of
Uui iea, and a letter with him of the indignation of the Court
thei sabout and justice thereof."

1 he Colony that could iasue this noble decree was in-
con listent with itself when it allowed its rocky face to be
pressed by the footsteps of a single slave. But a righteous
pu^lio opinion early and constantly set its faee against
?la rery. As early as 1701 a tote was entered upon the
retards of Boston to the following effect: "The Repre-
sei tatives are desired to promote the encouraging the
br aging of white servants, and to put a period to neyroet
beyg tkve*. l'erhaps, in all history, this is the earliest

any from any official body agaiust negro slavery,
thank God that it eume from Boston, my native
In 1705 a heavy duty was imposed upon every

nfero imported into the province ; in 171- the importation'Indians as servants or slaves was strictly forbidden ;
t the general subject of slavery attracted little atten-
n till the beginning of the controversy which ended in
Revolution, when the rights of the blacks were blend-
by all true patriots with those of the wMtrt. Sparing
unnecessary details, suffice it to say that, as early as

69, one of the courts of Massachusetts, anticipating,
' several years, the renowned judgment in Somersetl'B
se, established within its jurisdiction the principle of
iancip#ion, and, under its touch of magic power,anged a slave into a freeman. Similar decisions fol-

lowed in other places. In 177C the whole number of
blacks, both free and slave, sprinkled thinly over "hardy"Massachusetts, was five thousand two hundred and forty-
tine, being to the whites as one is to sixty-five; while in
" slaveholding" South Carolina the number of negro
slaves at that time was not far from one hundred thou-
sand, being nearly one slave for every free man, thus
renderiag that Colony any thing but " hardy." At last,
in 1780, even before the triumph of Yorktown had led the
way to that peace which set its seal upon our national
independence, Massachusetts, animated by the struggles
of the Revolution and filled by the sentiments of free-
dom, placed in front of her Bill of Rights the emphatic
wctda that 44 all nan are born free and equal," and by
this declaration exterminated every vestige of slavery
within her borders. All hail, then, to Massachusetts, tho
just and generous Commonwealth in whose behalf I have
the honor to speak 1

Thus, sir, does the venerable Senator err when he pre-
sumes to vouch Massachusetts for slavery, aud to asso-
ciate this odious institution with, the names of her great
patriots.

Mr. ROCKWELL. Will my honorable colleague allow
me to send to the Chair and have read, in connexion with
his present remarks, a passage from Graham's History of
the United States ?

Mr. SUMNER. I do not know the passage to which
my colleague refers, but I welcome any interruption from
him.
The SECBKTASY read as follows:
"Among other subjects of dispute with the^British Govern-

ment and its officers was one more creditablo to Massachu-
setts than even her magnanimous concern for tbo liborty of
her citizens and their fellow-colonists. Negro slavery still
subsisted in every one of the American provinces, and the
unhappy victims of this yoke wore rapidly multiplied by the
progressive extension of the slave trade. Georgia, the young-
est of all the States, contained already fourteen thousand ne-

groes ; and in tho course of tho present yonr alone more than
Eix thousand were imported into South Carolina. In Now
England the number of slaves was very insignificant, and
their treatment so mild and humane as in some measure to
veil from the publlo eye the iniquity of their bondago. But
the recent disoucsions with regard to liborty tind ths rights of
humau nature were calculated to uwaken in generous minds
a juster impression of negro slavery; and, during tho latter
part of Governor Bernard's administration, a bill prohibitory
of all traffic in negroes was passed by the Massachusetts As-
sembly. Bernard, however, in conformity with his instruc-
tions from the Crown, refused to nflirm this law; and thus
opposed himself to the virtue a» well as to the liberty of the
people whom he governod.
" On three subsequent occasions laws abolishing the slave

trade were passed by the same Assembly during Hutchinson's
administratioa; but all were in like manner negatived by the
Governor. And yet it was at this very period, when Britain
permitted hor merchants annually to mako slaves of more
than fifty thousand men, and refused to permit her colonies
to decline a participation in this injustice, that her orators,
poets, and statesmen loudly celebrate tbs "generosity of Eng-
lish virtue in suffering no slavos to exist on English ground,
and the transcendent equity of her judicial tribunals in libe-
rating one negro who had beon carried there. Though Mas-
sachusetts was thus prevented from abolishing the slave trade,
the relative discussions that took plaoe were by no moans un-

productive of good. A great amelioration became visible in
ths oondition of all tho nogroes in the province; and most of
the proprietors gave liberty to their slaves. This just action-
for such and such only itdeserves to bo termed-has obtained
hitherto scarcely any notico from mankind, whilo tho subse-
quent and similar conduct of tho Quakers in Pennsylvania
has been celebrated with warmth and general encomium. So
capricious is the distribution of fame, and so much advantage
does tho reputation of virtue derive from alliance with secta-
tarian spirit and interest."
Mr. SUMNER. I am obliged to my iolleagne. The

extract is in substantial conformity with clcar historic
troth, which the Senator from South Carolina, in one of
his oratorical effl axes, has impeached. But tho venera-
ble Senator errs yet more, if possible, when he attributes
to " slaveholding" communities a leading part in those
contributions of arms and treasure by which independence
was secured. Here are his exact words, as I find them
in the Globe, rovised by himself :

" Sir, when blood was shed upon the plains of Lexir gton
and Concord, in an issuo made by Boston, to whom was an

appeal made, and from whoin was it answered ? The answer

is found in the acts of vlavcholding States-animit opibwtqve
parati. Yes, sir, the independence of America, to maintain
republican liberty, was won by the arms and treasure, by the
patriotism and good faith of slaveholding communities."

Mark the language, sir, as emphasized by himself.
Surely the Senator, with his silver-white locks, all fresh
from the outrage of the Nebraska bill, cannot stand here
and proclaim " tho good faith of Blaveholding communi-
ties" except in irony. Yes, sir, in irony. And let me

add that when this Senator presumes to say that Ameri-
can independence " was won by the arms and treasure of
slaveholding communities," attributing to this element
any influence deserving praise and not condemnation, he
speaks either in irony or in ignorance.
The question which the veteran Senator from South

Carolina here opens by his vaunt I have no desire to
discuss ; but, sinoe it is presented, I confront it at once.
This is not the first time, daring my brief Bervice here,
that this Senator has sought on this floor to provoke a

comparison between slaveholding communities and the
free States.

Mr. BUTLER, (from his seat.) You cannot quote a

single instance in which I have done it. I have always
said I thought it was in bad taste, and I have never at-

tempted it.
Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator's pardon. I always

listen to him, and I know whereof I affirm. He has pro-
fusely dealt in it. I allude now only to a single occasion.
In his speech on the Nebraska bill, running through two
days, it was one of his commonplaoes. In that he openly
presented a contrast between the free States and "slave-
holding communities" in oertain essential features of
civilization, and directod shafts at Massachusetts, which
called to his feet my distinguished colleague at that time,
(Mr. EVKEETT,) and which more than once compelled me
to tako the floor. And now, sir, the venerable Senator,
not rising from his seat and standing openly before the
Senate, ventures to deny that he has dealt in such com-

paviaato.
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me *

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly; I yield the floor to the
Senator.

Mr. BUTLER. Whenever that speech is read-and I
wish the Senator had read it before he commented on it
with a good deal of rhetorical enthusiasm-it will be
found that I Was particular not to wound the feelings of
the Northern people who were sympathizing with ns in
the great movement to remove odious distinctions. I was
careful to say nothing that would provoke invidious com-
parisons ; and when that speech is read, notwithstanding
the vehement assertion of the honorable Senator, be will
find that when I qnoted the laws of Massachusetts, par-
ticularly one aot which I termed the totie* quotie* act, by
whioh every negro was whipped every time he came into
Massachusetts, I quoted them with a view to show not a

contrast between South Carolina and Massachusetts, but
to show that, in the whole of this oonntry, from the be-
ginning to this time-even in my own State; I made no

exoeption-public opinion had undergone a change, and
that it had undergone the same change in Massachusetts,
for at one time they did not regard this institution of
slavery with the same odium that they do at this time.
That was the purpose; and I challenge the Senator as

&n orator of fairness to look at it and see if it is not so.

Mr. SUMNER. Has the Senator done ? -
Mr. BUTLER. I may not be done presently; but thflif

is the purport of that speech.
Mr. 8UMNER. Will the 8enator refer to his own

speech ? He now admits that, under the guise of an ar-

gument, he did draw attention to what he evidently re-

garded an odious law of Massachusetts. And, sir, 1 did
not forget that, In doing this, there was at the time an

apology whieh ill-conoealed the sting. But let that pass.
The Senator is strangely oblivious of the statistical con-

trasts which he borrowed from the speech of a member
of the other House, and whieh, at his request, were read
by a Senator before him on this floor. The 8enntor, too,
is strangely oblivions of yet another imputation, whieh,
at the very qIqm of his speoch, he shot as a Parthian

arrow at Massachusetts. It is he, then, who Is the offen-
der. For myself, sir, I understand the sensibilities of
Senators from slaTeholding communities, and would not
wound them by a superfluous word. Of slavery I speak
strongly, as I must; but thus far, even at the expense of
(Dy argument, I bare avoided the contrasts, founded on
details of figured and faots, which are so so obvious be-
tween the tree States and "slavebolding communities;"
especially have I shunned all allusion to 8outh Carolina.
But the venerable Senator, to whose discretion th&t State
has entrusted its interests here, will not allow me to be(
still.
Ood foYVid that I should do injustice to South Caroli-

na. 1 know well the gallantry of many of her sons. I
know tho response which she made to the appeal of Bos-
ton for union against the stamp act, the fugitive slave
act of that day, by the pen of Christopher Gadsden.
An<J I remember with sorrow that this patriot was oblig-
ed to confess at the time her " weakness in having such
a number of slaves," though it is to his credit that he
recognised slavery as a "crime." (Bancroft's History
of tho United States, vol. 5, p. 42G.) I have no plea-
sure in dwelling on the humiliations of South Carolina.
I do not desire to expose her sores. I would not lay
bare her nakedness. But the Senator, ia his vaunt fur
" slaveholding communities," has made a claim for slave-
ry which is so inconsistent with history, and so deroga-
tory to freedom, that I cannot allow it to pass unan-
swered. ,

This, sir, is not tho first time, even during my little
experience here, that the same claim has been made on
this floor; and this seems more astonishing because the
archives of tho coantry furnish such ample and undoubt-
ed materials for its refutation. The question of the com-
parative contributions of men by different States and
sections of the country in the war of the Revolution was
brought forward as early as 1790, in the first Congress
under the Constitution, in the animated and protraoted
debate on the assumption of State debts by the Union.
On this occasion^Pisher Ames, a representative from Mas-
sachusetts, memorable for his olassio eloquence, moved
for a call upon the War Department for the number of
men furnished by each State to the revolutionary armies.
This motion, though vehemently opposed, was carried by
a small majority. Shortly afterwards the answer to the
call was received from the Department, at that time un-
der the charge of Gen. Knox. This answer, which is
one of the documents of our history, places beyond cavil
or criticism the exact contribution in arms of eaoh State.
Here it is: "

Statement of the number of troops and militia furnished by
Vie several Stales for the support of the Revolutionary
warfrom 1776 <>1783, inclusive:
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New Hampshire.
Massachusetts...
llhode Island....
Connecticut.......
New York
Pennsylvania
New Jersey

12,41)6
67,837
5,008

32,0.'59
17,781
25,(508
10,727

Total 172,498 4fi,048

2,09:5
15,15)
4,284
7,792
3,312
7,357
0,05i'

14,598!
83,0»2i
10,192|
39,831;
21,093,
32,905!
16,782;

3,700
9,500
1,600
3,000
8,750
2.00U
2,500

218,553: 30,950

f Delaware
Maryland
Virginia...
North Carolina.
South Carolina.,
Georgia
Total,

2,387,
13,912|26,072''
7,263,
5,508
2,079;,

376
5,464
4,103
2,716

2,703
19>376
30,835
9,909
5,50S
2,071'

1,000
<4,000

21,880
12,000
28,000
9,930

58,42lj 12,7 lwi 71,130! 70,810
It should bo understood that, at this time, there was

but little difference ia numbers between the population
of the Southern States and that of the Northern States.
By the census of 1790 the Southern had a population of
1,050,354; the Northern had a population of 1,968,455.
Cut notwithstanding this comparative equality of popu-
lation in the two sections, the North furnished vastly
more men than the South.
Of continental troops, the Southern States furnished

58,421; the Northern furnished 172,490; making about
three men furnished to the continental army by the North-
ern States to one from the Southern.
Of militia, whose services are authenticated by the

War Oificc, the Southern States furnished 12,719; the
Northern furnished 40,048 ; making nearly four men fur-
nished to the militia by the Northern States to one from
the Southern.
Of militia, whose services were not authenticated by

the War Office, but are 6et down in the return as conjec-
tural only, we have 70,810 furnished by the Southern
States, and 30,950 furnished by the Northern ; making,
under this head, more than two men furnished by the
.Southern to one from the Northern. The chief services
of the Southern States, it will be observed with a smile,
were conjectural only I

Looking, however, at the sum total of continental
troops, authenticated militia and conjectural militia, we
have 147,940 furnished by the Southern States, while
249,508 were furnished by ^he Northern; making 100,000
men furnished to tho war by the Northern more than the
Southern.
But the disparity swells when we directly compare South

Carolina and Massachusetts.1 Of continental troops, and
authenticated militia and conjectural militia, South Ca-
rolina furnished 33,508, while Massachusetts furnished
92,592; making in the latter sum total nearly three men
for one furnished by South Carolina. Look, however, at
the continental troopslind the authenticated' milifia fur-
nished by the two States, and here you will find only
5,508 furnished by South Carolina, while 83,092 were
furnished by Massachusetts, being sixteen timet wore than
by South Carolina, and much more than by all the Southern
States together. Here are facts and figures of which the
Senator ought not to be ignorant.

Did the occasion require, I might go further and mi-
nutely portray the imbecility of the Southern States, and
particularly of South Carolina, in the war of the Revolu-
tion, as compared with the Northern States. This is a
sad chapter of history, upon which I unwillingly dwell.
Faithful annals record that, as early as 1778, the six
South Carolina regiments, composing, with tire Georgia
regiment, the regular force of the Southern department,
did not in the whole muster above eight hundred men;
nor was it possible to fill up their ranks. During the suc-

ceeding year the Governor of South Carolina, pressed by
the British forces, offered to stipulate the neutrality of
his State during the war, leaving it to be decided at the
peace to whom if should belong-a premonitory symptom
of the secession proposed in our own day ! At last, after
the fatal field of Camden, no organized Amerioan foroe
was left in this regioq^Mjtfltree Southern State", animia
tpibusque parati, acao^^^^B*the vaunt of the Senator,
had not a single bat^^^^^Ke field. During all this pe-
riod the men of Masera[HBH9were serving their oountry,
not at home, but away Worn their own borders; for, from
the time of the declaration of independence, Massachu-
setts never saw the smoke of an enemy's camp.
At last, by the military genius and remarkable exer-

tions of Gen. Greene, a Northern man, who assumed the
command of the Southern army, South Carolina was res-
cued from the Britibh power. But the trials of this suc-
cessful leader reveal, in a striking manner, the weakness
of the " slaveholding " State which he saved. Some of
these are graphically presented in his letters. Writing
to Gov. Reed, of Pennsylvania, under date of 3d May,
1781, he says:
"Those whose true interest it was to have informed Con-

gress and tho people to the northward of the real state of
things have joined in the deception, and tnagnifi<d tkeitrmyth
and retoureet of thii cOuntry infinitely abov* th.ir ability. Marty
of those who adhere to onr party are so fond of pleasure that
they cannot think of making the neees*ary sacrifices to sap-
port the Revolution. There are many good and virtuous peo-
ple to tho southward; but they cannot animate tho inhabitants
in general as you can to the northward."- Gordon'* Hiitory
of Awicricin Jtrrolutian, rot. 4, pagt 87.

Writing to Col. Davies, under date of 23d May, 1781,
he exposes the actual condition of the oountry:

" The animosity between the Whigs and Torio* of this State
renders their situation truly deplorable. There la not a day
passes but there are more or less who fall a sacrifice to this
savage disposition. The Whigs seem determined to extirpate
the Tories and the Tories the Whigs. Some thousands have
fallen in this way in this quarter, sad the evil rages with
more violence than ever. If a stop cannot be soon put to
these moasaores the country will be depopulated ia a few
months more, as neither Whig nor Tory can live."
To Lafayette, Gen. Greene, under data of 29th Decem-

ber, 1780, describes the weakness of his troops:
"It is now within a few days of the time yon mentioned

of being with me. Were you to arrive you would And a few
ragged, half-starved troops in the wilderness, destitute of
every thing nevessary for either the comfort or convenience
of soldiers." . . . "The country Is almost laid waxte,
and the inhabitants plunder one another with little less than
ravage fur jr. We live from hand to mouth, and have nothing
to suosist on but what we collect with armed parties. In this
situation I believe you will agree with me there is nothing
inviting this way, especially when I assure you our wholo
foroe Bt for duty that are properly clothed and properly equip-
ped does not amount to eight hundred men."--Jvknivu't Life
of (irttnt, vol. 1, p. 840. .

Writing to Mr. Varnum, a member of Congrese, he
says:
" There is a great spirit of enterprise prevailing among the

militia of these Southern State* especially with the volun-
teers. But their mode of going to war is so destructive that
it is the greateet folly ia tae world to trust the liberties of a

people to suoh a preoarious defenoe."-Lift oj
Ore***, vol. 1, p. 397.
Nothing can be storeantheatie or oomplete than this tan-

timony. Hera also ia what ia said by David Raaaay, aa
ealuaabU oitiseu of Sevth Carolina, ia hit kiatory of thi

Revolution in that State, published in 1786, «lj »,
time after the scene* which he describee:
»While the American soldiers lay enoamped [in the low

country near Charleston] their Uttered rags were so com-pletely worn out that seven hundred of them were w?
u they were born, eicepting a small strip of cloth
waists, nnd thoy were nearly as destitute of meat as of cloth
ing."- VuL 2, p. 258.
The military weakness of this " slaveholding comma-

nity" is too apparent. Learn now its occasion; and then
join with me in amaiement that a Senator from Houtn a-
rolina should attribute our independence to any thing
" slaveholding." The records of the country and *«noua
voices all disown his suggestion. The State of South La.
rolina, by authentic history, disowns it. Listen, u you
please, to peculiar and decisive testimony, under uate or
March 29, 1779, from the Secret Journal of the Continen-
tal Congress:

v"The oommitteo appointed to take into consideration the
tirenuuhtucet of th. Southern Staff4, aad the ways and means
for their safety and defcnce, roport that the State of South
Carolina (as represented by the delegates ot the said Bta ,

and by Mr. lluger, who has come here at the «q»®st 0
Governor of tha said State, on purpose to oiplain th»cum-
stauee* thereof) is usablk to make any cffeotual efforts with
militia, by reason of the great proportion of cituens ««"ar'
to remain ot home to prevent iniurrecAion among the negroe ,

and to prevent the desertion of them to the onemy. That tno
state of the oountry, and the great number of these peopU
among them, expose the inhabitants to great danger, from
the endeavors of the enemy to excite them to revolt or de-
lert."-Voi. 1, p. 105.
Here is South Carolina secretly disclosing her military

weakness and its occasion; thus disowning, in advance,
the vaunt of her Senator, who finds strength and &ra5®"latien in slavery rather than in freedom. It was during
the war that she thus shrived herself, on her knees, m
the confessional of the Continental Congress. But tho
same important admission was made in debate, on the
floor of Congress, 30th March, 1790, some time after
tho war, by Mr. Burke, a Representative from Sou-u
Carolina:

" There is not a gentleman on the floor who is a strangei: to
the feeble situation of our State whin we entered into. the
war to oppose the British power. VTt «cre not only without
money, icShout an army or military ,tore», but we were fern m
number, and likely to be entangled with our Jomeitici, incus* >h'enlmy invaded J'-AnnaU of Congress, 1789, 1791, sofume 2,
pay* 1484.

Similar testimony to the weakness engendered by
slavery was also borne by Mr. Madison in debate in
Congress:

« Every addition they [Georgia and South CarohnaJ re-
f ceive to their numbor of slaves lends t* weaken thein, an I ren -

der thru, leu capable ofse{f-defend."-AnneUi of Con9r*44,^U
l,pn«e 340.
The historian of South Carolina* Dr. Ramsay, a con-

temporary observer of tho very scenes which he describes,
exposes this weakness:

«? The forces under the command of den. Provost n,ar°hf*through the richest .settlements of the State, where are the
fewest white inhabitants in proportion to tho number of
The hapless Africans, allured with the hope o, J
their owner*, and repaired in gTeat a"111"®"?*,
army. They endeavored to recommend themselves to their
new masters by discovering where their owners had conceal.
cd iheir property, and were assisting in carrying o .

Historyof South Carolina, volume \, page 312.
And the same candid historian, describing the invasion

of the next year, says:
" The slaves a second timo Jlochsd to tho British army. -

Vol. 1, page 388.
And at a still later day Mr. Justice Johnson, of the

Supreme Court of the United States, and a citixen of
South Carolina, in his elaborate life of Gen. Greene,
speaking of negro slaves, makes the same admission.
He says:

'. But tho number dispersed through these [SeuthernJ
States was very great; so great a* to render it
the citizens to muster freemen enough to withstand the pressur*
of the British arm*."- Vol. 2, p. 472.

Surely, sir, this is enough, and more. Thus from au-
thentic documents we learn the small contnbutions of
men and tho military weakness of the Southern States,
particularly of South Carolina, as compared with th«
Jforthern States; and from the very lips of South Caroli-
na, on four different occasions, speaking by a committee.
bv one of her Representatives in Congress, by her histo-
rian, and by an eminent citiren, we have the confession
not only of weakness, but that this weakness was cjjedbv slavery. And yet, in the face of this cumulative and

American Senate to a high-flying boast from a venerable
Senator that Amerioan independence was achieved by tho
arms and treasure of " slavebolding communities ; an as-

sumption baseless as the fabric of a vision, in any way
it niAV b» interpreted; whether as meaning boldly that in-

dependence was achieved by those Southern States which
were the peculiar home of slavery, or that it was achieved
bv any strength or influence which came from that nox-Vl .peat h,r. for »C«»..Uh of
iust renown, but I speak also for a cause which is morn
than any Commonwealth, even that which I '

and I cannot allow the Senator, with his silver-w£it
locks, to discredit either. Not by slavery, but in spite of
it, was independence achieved. Not because, but noficiM-
slandwg there were "slaveholding communities 'hd
triumph descend upon our arms. It was the imjntioaor liberty universal that oonducted us through there!
sea of the Revolution, as it had already given to the De-
claration of Independence its mighty tone, resounding
throuzh tho «<?<«. "Lot it be remembered, said tb«
nation, speaking by the voice of the Continental
at the close of the war, " that it lias ever been_ the pnde
and boast of America that the rights for which she has
contended were THB EIGHTS or WUHAN les,
sir, in this behalf, and by this sign we conquered
Suob, sir, is my answer on this head to theS°at°*

from South Carolina. If the work whioh I undertook has
been done thoroughly, he must npt blame me. Whatever
I undertake I am apt to do thoroughly. But, while thaa
repelling the insinuations against Massachusetts and the
assumptions for slavery, I would not iinneoessanly touch
the sensibilities of that Senator, or of the State which he
represents. I cannot forget that amidst all diversities of
opinion we are bound together by the ties of a common
country; that Massachusetts and South Carolina are sis-
ter States, and that the concord of sisters ought to pre-
vail between them; but I am constrained to declare that I
have throughout this debate sought in vain any token or
that just spirit whioh, within the sphere of its influence,
is calculated to promote the conoord alike of States and
m
And "now, for the present, I part with the venerable

Senator from South Carolina. In pursuing his inconsis-
tencies, and in exposing them to judgment, I had almost
forgotten his associate leader in the wanton personul as-
sault to which I have been exposed-I mean the veteraa
Senator.from Virginia, (Mr. ^asoh,) who is now direcUy
in my eye. With imperious look, and m the style of Sir.
Forcible Feeble, that Senator has undertaken to call ia
question my statement that the fugitive slave bill denied
the writ of habeas corpus, and, in doing this, he has as-
sumed a supertority for himself which, permit me to tell
him now in this presence, nothing in him can sanction.
Sir, I claim little for myself; but I shrink in no respect
from any comparison with that Senator, veteran though
he be. Sitting near him, as haS been my fortune since 1
have been on this floor, I have come to know something
of his conversation, something of his manners, something
of his attainments, something of his abilities, something
of his character-aye, sir, and something of Am associa-
tions-and, while I would not undertake to disparage him
in any of these respects, yet I feel that I do not exalt
myself unduly, that I do not claim too much for the po-
sition which I hold or the name which I have cstablished.
when I openly declare that, as a Senator of Massachu-
setts and as a man, I place myself at every nointincom-
parison with "that honorable assailant. And to his per-
empUprj ...ortioo thtt th. fugUir, iI.T. b, | J,» no.
deny the habeas corpus, I oppose my assertion, as peremp-
tory as his own, that it does, and there I leave that

qUjS°Fresident, I weloome thesensibitity which the Sen-
ator from Virginia display, at the exposure of the f.igi-
tiva slave bill in its true character. He is the author of
that enormity. From his brain came forth the soulless
monster. He is, therefore, its natural guardian. The
Senator is, I believe, a lawyer. And now, since he has
shown a disposition to meet objections to that off^Prl°K»he must not stop, with the objection founded on the de-
nial of the habtas corpus. It is true, sir, if any thing but
siaverv were in question, such an objection would be fatal;
but it is not to be supposed that the partisans of an in-
stitution founded on a denial of hnman rights can appre-
ciate the proper efficaoy of that writ of freedom. Sir, t
challenge the Senator to defend his progeny; not by as-SSn bVt by reason. Lethim rally all the ability leana-
ing, and subtlety whioh he can command, and undertake
the impossible work.

... _ _v_Let him answer this objection. The Constitution, by
an amendment which Samuel Adams hailed as a protec-
tion against the usurpations of the NationalGovernment*
and which Jefferson asserted VM our "foundation cor-
ner-stone," has solemnly deolared that "the powers not
delegated to the United States by. the Constitution, nor

.

prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the State*
respectively, or to the people."
not be employed to limit the powers under the C0®8*11®
tion and to protect the people from all assumptions of[ thoNational Government, particularly in fr£"dom. By the Virginia resolutions of 1 wbien tn»
Senator is reputed to accept,this limitation of the '

of the National Government is recogmsed
The Senator himself is understood on all questions not.
affecting the claims of slavery to o^oept this ^e .***
utmost strictness. Let him now ind.

lISiroShotitETlllMdauw" 0Bll»


